314                                LECTURE X.
jSkcikaxa and
Ramanuja and Sankara agree, of course, on many points, yet tho points on which they diiler posses a peculiar interest. They are not mere matters of interpretation with regard to tho Sutras or the Upani-shads, but involve important principles. Both arc strictly monistic philosophers, or, at all events* try hard to be so. They both hold that there exists and that there can exist but one Absolute Being, which supports all, comprehends all, and must help to explain all. They differ, however, as to tho way in which tho phenomenal universe is to be explained. $nnk;ira b the more consistent monist. According to him. Brahman or Paramatman, the Highest 8elf, is always one and the same, it cannot change, and therefore all the diversity of tho phenomenal world is phenomenal only, or, as it may also be called, illusory, tho result of avid y a or of unavoidable nescience. They both hold that whatever is real in. this unreal world in Brahman. Without Brahman even this unreal world would be impossible, ors as we should say, there could be nothing phenomenal, unless there was something noutnenal. But as there can bo no change or variance in the Supreme Being, the varying phenomena of the outer world, as well as tho individual souls that are born into the world, are not to bo considered either as portions or as modifications of Brahman. They are things that could not be without Brahman ; their deepest self lies in Brahman ; but what they appear to be is, according to ^axikara, tho result of nescience, of erroneous perception and equally erroneous conception. Here R&manu$a differs. He admits that all that really exists is Brahman, and that there is and